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Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 

The reply filed on 5-4-01 is not fully responsive to the prior Office Action because of the following omission(s) or matters): 
Applicant didn't fully respond to the 35 USC 112, second paragraph rejections. Applicant states he amended the claims to correct 
them but he didn't clarify how he amended them. For example, the examiner in the last office action states " it was not clear _what 
element th e 'interface' is referring to ". The examiner s till doesn't know what a p plicant is referrin g to. Applicant must also show 
support for this in the spe cificatio n and in thelBrawings. The examiner stated in die last office action 'Throughourthe- 
claims. .consistent terminology throughout the claims". The applicant hasn't responded as to how he specifically corrected this. 
What language is he using to describe the bearing surface? How and what claims were changed to correct this? How does the 
changes to claim 5 correct the indefinite language pointed out by the examiner in the last office action? How does the changes to 
claim 3 correct the indefinite language pointed out by the examiner in the last office action. Moreover, in claim 1, line 4, "the rear 
region" lacks proper antecedent basis. See 37 CFR 1.111. Since the above-mentioned reply appears to be bona fide, applicant is 
given ONE (1) MONTH or THIRTY (30) DAYS from the mailing date of this notice, whichever is longer, within which to supply the 
omission or correction in order to avoid abandonment. EXTENSIONS OF THIS TIME PERIOD MAY BE GRANTED UNDER 37 
CFR 1.136(a) 
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